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TARIFF DISCUSSION.

Speech of Hon. John Poos in the Buckeye
Olnb Booms Monday Evening,

Jnly 9th.

An Able Expose of the Democratic Free
Yrade Fallacy and Solid Fact From

tlie Iteconla Faorlnsthe Ketub- -

llcan Flan or Proleotton.

Following Is the tariff speech In full of
Hon. John Foos, delivered in the Buckeye
club rooms, this city, Monday evening, July
9th. There has-bee- such a central demand
for the speech that it will be published
in pamphlet form for distribution. It Is

one of the most Intelligent, Intelligible
and exbausthe discussions of tbe tariff
question ever published, and should be
read and pondered by ever voter Into whose
bands it comes:

The subject of my address this evening la
not wholly of my own selection, but was
suggested to me by friends. This sugges-
tion, however; met my own wishes, and I
will therefore talk to you upon the "Tariff,"
or protection to our home Industries.

It Is perhaps well understood by most of
you that my address will be devoted to
answering the free trade address of our fel-
low citizen, the Hon. John 1L Thomas, de
livered before the JenVrson club, a demo-
cratic organization of this city, and re-
peated, by request, at Black's opera house
a few weeks since.

I deslre.to state now, that InMr.Thomas
I recognize a man whom our citizens, with
out distinction of party, esteem very
highly. I know of no trust, nubile or Dri- -

vate, placed under his care, that has not re-
ceived his most careful attention, but 1
have not now to deal with him as a muntci
pal legislator, or as holding any municipal
trust, nor as a citizen, but must deal with
him as a public man, seeking state and na-
tional trusts.

That he Is honest in his views as to stata
ana national Interests is not nuestioned. I
only distrust M judirment. and It will be
my extort this evening to show vou that In
his political economy he holds opinions that
are not justified by the history of our coun-
try, either In its agricultural or manufactur-
ing interests, or the progress we have made
In comparison with the nations of th"
world. I will show you that, almost wltt
out exception, every alleged fact or figure
in his address is erroneous. It I can do
this, of course the free trade idol he has
spent so much time and trouble to erect
must fall to the gruuud.

Am I justified In saying that Mr.
Thomas's address was unquestionably In
favor of free trade. In face of the state-
ment he made that If he were called upon
to frame a tariff law he "would admit tree
all raw materials required for the success-
ful operation of our factories, for the rea-
son that It would enable them to turn out
cheaper goods for our own people and for
tbe outside markets; on even thing else he
would Impose a uniform duty, high enough
to raise the revenue wanted, which would
be more than enough to protect labor, but
low enough to throttle all home combina-
tions formed to raise prices?"

I am fully of the opinion that it was
nothing mure or less, so far as he advanced
any arguments, than an out and out free
trade address, and I will give yon my rea-
sons for calling It a free trade address.
They are all taken from his printed speech
and now for the proof:

In speaking of tbe tariff legislation In
tills country, he says 1 quote his exact
words That it began In 1789 with the
very first protective tariff, and has con-
tinued ever since. That tariff (the tariff of
17SD) was a combination of selhsh Interest
and so was every other protective tariff
since.'

Certainly, If language means anything,
Jlr. Thomas would never have voted for
the tariff of 1789, and yet it was a low
tariff the lowest we have ever had in this
country; under it cotton and woolen goods
were imported at a duty of less than 5 per
cent. Now if my friend Thomas would be
satlsued with any rate of duty, certainly 5
per cent would satisfy him: bat It seems as
though it did not, for he sajs of this tariff
of 1789 that It was "a combination of selhsh
interests," thus showing conclusively that
in principle he is a "free trader."

Let me quote from him still further to
show his love and admiration for free trade
and England.

In speaking of England, he says: "Her
commerce is fettered by no narrow-minde- d

legislation; it sweeps over sea ana conti
nent, creating a demand for goods and
labor, and the demand makes the price.
Our commerce is chained to the rock of
home greed and avarice has no seas to
sweep or continents to traverse, and, while
full of possibilities, it is dwarfed by re-

strictions until It falls to be able to use (he
labor so rapidly accumulating, and hence
its decline In value."

Again, he says: "Not only is labor ad-

vancing in England under her liberal tariff,
beginning In 1846, but her paupers are dis-
appearing, her criminals are lessening and
the price of goods cheapening."
"While as uuder our high tariff all is the
other way more paupers, more criminals
and higher prices for goods."

But this is not all. He still goes on eulo-
gizing England and free trade until the
thought enters his mind thst be had possi-
bly s!d too much, and he apologizes by
saying that he is not eulogizing England to4
tbe discredit of. bu own country.

I would suggest that If this eulogy of
Eugland was not for the purpose of discred-
iting tbe United States, and in advocacy of
free trade, then language has lost 1U force
and meaning.

If anything further were necessary to
show that Mr. Thomas is a free trader
(though he may not believe it himself ) iris
only necessary to say that he was a dele-
gate to the St. Louis convention that nom-
inated Mr. Cleveland and helped to endorse
bis free trade message of last December.

The London (England) Times says: "The
arguments which President Cleveland uss
are those which Cobden used to employ
forty-fiv- e years ago and which any English
free trader would employ now." It Presi-
dent Cleveland used just such arguments as
Cobdtn. the father ot English free tnuUrs,
nsed forty-fiv- e years ago, it must unques-
tionably follow that when Mr. Thomas en-

dorsed Cleveland's message he endorsed
free trade and must be classed with that
party. Is any further proof necessary?

He says that after investigation be has
reached tb conclusion that the tariff (that
Is, the tariff or 1881) is

First More than anything else responsi
ble for tbe many serious conllicts between
capital and labor.
vSecond That It Is more than anything

else responsible for the high prices ot many
manufactured goods and tor the burdens
under which farming interests are going
down.

Third That it Is not a protection to
labor, but Is more than anything else re
sponsible for the depression in the labor

, market.
Fourth That it is the faster parent of

most of the tresis and combinations which
are now extracting fortunes from the many,
for the pride and glory of the few.

Fifth That every tariff from 17S9 to the
present, in proportion as it was levied for
protection, in mat proportion injured the
farmer and laborer, because one of the ob
jects was to render farming less prohtable
in order to maice me cost ot lauor to the
factory cheaper.

In answering his speech I will reply to
these rh e conclusions or statements in tho
otder In which he has stated theiy, omitting
the third conclusion because his iist con-
clusion embodies the third.

In reading his speech, I supposed 'hat
when the film and last statement was mad u
he would take them up in the order In
wMdi they were stated, and proceed to
).r..ve them this being the usual course,
but he did not dA so In fact, ho never even
referred to them afterwards.

However, as a discussion of these five

inclusions will cover all the matter con
tained in his speech, I wm now o up
his

First conclusion, which is: "That the
tariff of 1801 is more than anything else
responsible for the many serious conflicts
between capital and labor."

Now, it is a very easy thing to make n
statement, and often a very difficult matter
to prove It. The simple statement Is made,
that the tariff of 18811s more than any-thin- s

else thelcauseSof the conflict between
capIt&Kand labor. He saysjtbat the tariff
of 1S61 "Is remorseless in its inflictions
upon the unfavored and unprotected.''
Hut this is only nis opinion, ana is worm
no more man an opinion, n me wgu
tariff of 1881 jls'lmore than anything eise.
rwinnnsible for the conflict between capital
and labor, it must be that labor does not
receive as good pay as under me low tariu
of 1S16. This tariff of 1840 was in opera
tion trom June, 1S40. to June, iso., and
many of you know quite well enough that
labonls today more than 25 percent higher.
It Is a fact within your own knowledge,
and many of you have good reasons for
knowing It & you were working for wages
during that time.

No, the tariff of 1801 did not lower
wages; onJ the contrary.Zwages have been
higher since 1801 than ever before ;irbis
country. The tariff of 181 could not then
have been the cause of the conflict between
capital and labor. But my free trade
friends may say that they admit that wages
have been higher since 1801, but the cost of
living has Increased.

Now, If they will kindly point out in
what way the cost of living has been In-

creased, we may have something tangible.
Is is clothing for yourself and family

that Is higher under the tariff ot 1881 than
under the low tariff of 1810? Certainly
not for there is not a single article of
clothlngtliat;is nottlower today than ever
before in this country. Every yard of
cotton.cloth,tevery yard of woolen goods,
every pair of stockings, everything, in fact
that yon wear, is cheaper today than under
the low tariff of 1840, and yet my friend
Thomas says the bigb tariff of 1801 is
"cruel and remorseless in Its Inflictions upon
the unfavored and unprotected." This
might ube called pretty strong laneuage,
especially when there Is not a solitary fact

not one on which to base it
There is not a person old enough to have

purchased anything in the way of clothing
previous to 1801 but knows that goods are
much lower today than ever before.

Ifithlslisie fact then the high tariff of
ISfll could not have caused the conflict
between capital and labor.

Now, if It were neither low wages nor
the high price of clothing that caused the
numerous strikes in the past lew years,
then what was it that did cause them? Was
It tbe high price of living? My friend
Thomas will hardly claim that It is, as he
In bis speech distinctly states that wheat
corn, etc, were higher under the low tariff
of 1S46 than under the high tariff of 1881,
under which we are living today.

Now let us admit this one statement
of Mr. Thomas to be true, and we are ly

forced to the conclusion that the
tariff of 1801 has not been the cause, in the
remotest degree, of the conflict between
capital and labor why should It be?

Labor may not indeed Is not as well
paid as It ought to be, but every laboring
man of middle age knows that today he Is
receiving 25 to 35 percent more wages
than from 1840 to 1881, and buys everything
cheaper.

It follows then, that the conclusion that
Mr. Thomas has reached cannot be sus-
tained. There is not a particle of evidence
offered to sustain It and we may safely
conclude that there Is no evidence that it
Is nothing but an opinion backed by no
proof, and has no market value whatever.

We come now to his second conclusion,
which is that 'That the tariff of 1801 is
more than anything else responsible for the
high price of many manufactured goods,
and for the burdens under which the
farming interests are going down."

1 will first examine bis conclusion that
the "Tariff ot 1SS01 Is more than anything
else responsible for the (high prices of
many manufactured goods."

You would very naturally suppose that
when' a gentleman in a public address states
a proposition like the one I have just read,
be would offer some proof name a few
of tbe articles in common use that are
higher today under' and because ot the
tariff of 1851 than they were under the low
tariff of 1840.

If any ot you read bis address (and I
trust many of you have), I will be obliged
if you will point out any attempt to prove
It except the statement that we collect an
average duty of 48 per cent on manufac-
tured goods. Now. it. a duty of 40 per
cent has advanced the price of manufac
tured goods consumed by the great noay ol
our people, be should have named them
Possibly there may be some exceptional
cases, but 1 candidly say to you, I cannot
now call to mind a single article that is
higher; but on the contrary, almost if not
entirely without exception, manufactured
goods are cheaper today than ever before
in ins history ot our country.

Urntleinen who undertake to Instruct
the public should be very careful In their
statements.

Let us see what are the facts concerning
the average duty of 48'per cent on manu
factured goods levied by the tariff ot 1801,
about which our free trade friends have so
much to say.

We deny tbe truth ot the statement that
an average duty of 40 percent. Is collected
on manufactured goods, such as are con
sumed by the masses ot this country. It is
true that our tariff does levy an average
duty of 48 per cent.on foreign productions,
but many of these products are not im-

ported at all, and the average duty collected
is not much more than half the amount
stated by Mr. Thomas.

In proof of this, I refer you to tbe impor-
tations for the year ending In June, 1885,
which amounted to S57,580,05S and the
duty collected only averaging 30 per
cent Instead of 40 per cent, and tbe Impor-portatlo-

for the pait year will vary but
little from the year 18S5.

1 desire now to tell you how this 48 per
cent duty is made out and 1 think I wilt
be able to show you conclusively that we
do not collect an average duty of 40 per
cent on such manufactured goods as we
Import To do this I will show you how
our democratic free trade friends make up
this average duty of 48 per cent

Congress, for the purpose of protecting
the government's interests in the internal
revenue, levied a tax of nearly 150 percent
on Bay rum. If this tax did not exist al-

cohol, reduced, would be Imported under
the name of Bay rum and In various other
forms, and the government would lose a
large amount of revenue. There are many
other articles on which the duty; Is still
higher, ranging up to nearly 300 per cent,
which only protects the government from
fraud in its Internal revenue system and does
not protect either woolen or cotton goods.

But our free trade friends are
compelled to add them all in to bring the
average duty up to 40 per cent I will not
criticise their argument but leave it to you
to say whether It Is honest

It seems to me, and I think you will ad
mit that we do not pay an average duty
of 46 per cent on such goods as we import
and which are also manufactured in this
country.

Now let us see what we did pay for goods
from 13S0 to 1835. as compared with prices
for tho same Stan Jard good3 from 1817 to
1SC0. I leave out the prices forgoors trom
1601 to 18s0, because we were not doing
business on a gold basis, and any compar-
ison based upon prices from 1881 to 1880
would be unjust.

We have ttie following average prices,
taken from the official report of the govern-
ment on cotton goods from 1817 to 1855:
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If we take the average for these articles
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for 1847 and 1800 and compare them with
the average value In 1880 and 1885, we

have tbe following result:
on

oiS: 5? is

1847-18-61. 11.10 8.50 1523 100G 5.72K

1SS5
1880 13.93 7.63 11.55 6.70 331

This shows a decrease In the price of
raw cotton of only cent per pound, while
the manufactured cotton, such as sheetings,
shirtings, print and print cloths had de-

clined from 10 to 40 per cent
Bleached sheetings bad declined SJf

cents per yard.
Standard prints or calico had declined 4

cents per yard.
Print clothes nearly 3 cents per yard un-

der the high tariff of 1881, or, In other
words, these goods were and are now sell-

ing at from 3 to 4 cents per yard less than
the same quality sold at under the low tariff
of 1846.

Please remember that these figures are
taken from the official report of the govern-

ment
This shows conclusively the result of the

low tariff of 1848 as compared with the
high tariff of 1801. Cotton cloths from 10

to 40 percent cheaper, and yet our free
trade friends are not satisfied, but -- will
probably go on forever telling you of the
"cruel and remorseless tariff of 1661,"
when, as a fact you can buy better cotton
goods and at as low prices as in "Free
Trade England."

In proof of this, let me say to you that
for the past few years we have been ship-

ping millions of yards of cotton goods to
England. They can be found on sale In
Liverpool, Manchester. London and other
English cities.

We have now shown what the value of
manufactured cotton goods was under tho
low tariff of 1848 as compared with tho
high tariff ot 1861.

If we examine our woolen manufactures
a similar result will be found. Epeclally
wilj this be the case In such woolen goods
as are used by the great body of the people.

Coarse woolen clothes that were worth
81.50 per yard previous to 1801, can now be
bought for 81 to 81.35. Good, substantial
cassimeres that were worth 81 per yard are
now sold at SO to 85 cents. Jeans that
averaged 50 cents per yard from 1850 to
I860, can now be had at 40 to 45 cents.

The leading member of perhaps the
largest wholesale house In America, says
that the ordinary cotton and woolen goods
are selling at lower prices than in England.

Mr. Schoenhot, a tree trader appointed
by the present administration as consul to
Turnstall. Eneland. writes to the state de
partment at Washington as follows: "So
far as clothing and dry goods in general
are concerned. 1 find that cotton goods are
fully as cheap In the United States as here.
Shirtings and sheetings. If anvthing are
superior In quality, for the sa.-n- money,
with us. So far as I can judgs from the
articles exposed for sale in the retail stores,
articles of underwear for women, made of
muslin, are far superor In workmanship
and finish and cheaper In prices in the
United States. Nor can 1 find that men's
shirts when chiefly of cotton, are cheaper
here. Of boots and shoes, if factory
made, the same may be said."

In further proof of the low price of
woolen goods, I will relate an Instance that
occurred In New York at one of the sessions
ot the tariff commission In 1882.

Some gentlemen present were deploring
the high price of clothing, when a gentle-
man from Pennsylvania arose and said:
"I am here as a standing Illustration that
the statements made by theso gentlemen
are not true. I have on a suit of clothes
that I have worn In Europe, Asia, Africa,
and America for the past niue months, and
the suit only cost mo 815 in New York."

But this was in 1SS3. In 18SS they are
still cheaper.

Look at the daily papers of our own city
and you will see suits, warranted.
advertised to be sold for 310.

You may take the average price ot ready
made clothing today, and it is fully SO per
cent, cheaper than In 1880, aud all classes
of domestic dress goods are quite as much
reduced In price.

These facta are within the knowledge of
any of you gentlemen who purchased goods
previous to 1800, and when you are told
that you are paying 50 cent more for your
clothing than you ought because ot the
high tariff of 1881, you know it is not true.
and yet Mr. Thomas makes the statement
that you are paying 50 per cent too inucn.

If yon are paying It then instead of pay-
ing S10 you should only pay 85 for a salt
and It you only paid 85 what kind of a
living do you suppose the farmer would
make who grew the wool, or the workmen
who spun and dyed the yarn and wove the
clothor he who cut and made the suit?

Let me say that when It U an accom-
plished fact that you can buy a good suit of
woolen clothing for 85 you have accom-
plished another result a result that Is

fatal to the homes of eviry
laboring man and woman of our country
you have reduced the wages one half that
vou may be able to buy your clothing at
half its value and this Is free trade.

Think ot it my fellow-citizen- If you
like it and think It a good thing, then vote
for free trade. This Is tho result of comie-tltlo- n

with the world competition with
half paid labor of Europe labor that ents
meat once a week, once a month, or none
atalL

I believe in a different theory In another
kind of political economy. I believe In the
economy of protection something that
will put up rather than pull down the value
of labor. Home competlon is quite suffi
cient to reduce prices.

1 would like to ask my friend 'i nomas tl
he has found any competition In tbe manu-
facture of hay rakes, an articlo he has
manufactured largely for some years. They
are a first-clas- s article, as good, if not the
best on the market I would ask him,
what are the prices of rakes today, com-
pared with the prices received five years
since. If he answered the question, it
would be that prices are fully 25 to 33 per
cent lower.

My opinion is that lie has found home
co'iipetitton quite sufficient

The next point In his second conclusion
Is:

"That tbe tariff of 1S01 is responsible for
the burdens under which the farming In-

terests are itoluic down."
Now 1 deny the correctness of this state-

ment I deny that tbe farming Interests
are going down became, of the tariff of
1881, and I further deny that Uicy are
going dourn at all.

There are times in the, life of every
nation when some one industry, or per-
haps many industries, are not prosperous,
and these industries are so closely con-
nected with others that when any one is
depresed, it affects tho prosperity of all.

A. failure of crops would not only depress
the farming interests, but would also affvet
every other Industry In the country. We
would bear the cry of "hard times" not
only from the farmers,-- but from every mill
and mine, every machine shop and factory
In the country.

A monetary' panic may be equally disas-
trous, as was seen In tho panic of 1857
when almost every bank In the country
suspended. Then came tho panic ot 1373.
from which the country did not fully
recover until 1SS0, almost every industry
being depressed.

But If we compare the three decades
from 1850 to 18SO, we will find a constant
Increase In the value and products of our
farms. I cannot therefore see how It Is
possible to arrive at the conclusion that our
farming Interests are going dotfn.

Let me give you some facts and figures
to show how Impossible It is for the state-
ment to be true that our farmlug interests
are not prospering.

In 1850 our farmers had 21,723.220 head
of sheep.

In 1860 they had 23,471.275 head of
sheep, an Increase of 748.055 head in
10 years a gain of less than 4 per cent

We are free to admit that a gain of less
than 4 per cent In 10 years is very small,
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almost Infinltessimal. but it was the best
that could be done under the low or freetrade tariff of 1846.

In 1870 our tanners had 28.477,961 head
of sheep, a gain of 6.008,076 In 10 years.
This shows an increase of more than 25 per
cent under the high tariff of 1861, while
under the low tariff of 1846, for tbe same
number or years, the Increase was less than
4 per cent

In 1880 our farmers owned 42,193,074
head of sheep, an increase of 13,714,123
bead In 10 years.

In 1885 our farmers had Increased the
number of sheep to 50,380,248, a gain of
8,103,169 head in five years, producing
nearly all the wool used In this country,
except a low grade of carpet wool, valued
at 10 cents per pound, which we do not
and possibly can not produce at a profit

Our free trade friends make so great an
outcry for free wool, that the people gen-
erally suppose that a very large amount of
clothing wools are Imported every year to
supply the wants of our woolen mills, and
It Is well to correct this Idea.

We imported clothing wools in 1835 to
the value ot only S2,262.824-- an Insignifi-
cant amount as compared with the 300,000-00- 0

pounds grown by our own fanners
the same year.

There are other farming Interests, the
statistics of which are interesting, as they
show the Increase of our agricultural pro-
ductions.

In 1860 there were 6,249,174 head of
hots?!.

In 18S0 there were were 10,357,588 head
of horses Increase 00 per cent

In 1860 there were 25,620,119 head of
cattle.

In 1830 there were 35,925.511 head of
cattle Increase more than 40 per cent.

In I860 there were 33,513,807 head of
hogs.

In 1830 there were 47,681,700 bead of
bogs increase more than 40 per cent

In 1800 we produced 173,104,924 bushels
of wheat

In 1830 we produced 493.519,363 bushels
of wheat Increase nearly 200 per cent

In 1S60 we produced 838,793,743 bushels
of com.

In 1830 we produced 1.754.591,076 bushels
of corn increase more than 100 per cent

In 1860 there were 103,110,720 acres Im-

proved land.
In 1830 there were 237,211,845 acres Im-

proved land Increase more than 70 per
cent- -

In 1860. the valneof farms was 88,645,-045,00- 7.

In 18S0 the value of farms was 810.197,- -
161,905 Increase more than 50 per cent

In 1860 value of farm Implements and
machinery 8346,000,000. .

In 1830 value of farm Implements and
machinery, 8400,000,000 an increase of
nearly 75 per cent

These statistics cannot be doubted. They
are taken from official documents of the
go eminent and are beyond question as
nearly accurate as it b possible to make
them.

Now, In view of the facts I have given
you, regarding the increase of our agricul-
tural Interests, how can it be possible for
any man to come to the conclusion that our
farming interests are going down, either
because of the tariff of 1861 or for any other
cause?

And yet Mr. Thomas says they are going
down. Possibly he may believe it, but It Is
doubtful if be can find any other person
who dues.

Next we have his fourth conclusion,
which reads as follows:

"That the tariff of 1861 Is the foster par-
ent of most of the 'trusts' and 'combin-
ations' which are now extracting fortunes
from the many for the pride and glory of
tho few."

1 would bavobeen pleased had the gentle-
man named a few ot the "trusts" that have
been fostered by the tariff of 1861.

Does he mean the Standard Oil Co.,
or "trust" if you please to call it by that
name? This Is the largest manufacturing
Industry In the country, under the control
of one company, but it is not protected by
any tariff, as It has no foreign competition.

Certainly he does not mean the cotton
seed oil trust? The tariff of 1381 could not
protect cotton seed oil, for neither has It a
foreign competitor.

Does be mean the sugar trust? Perhaps
be had this in bis mind when he concluded
that the tariff of 1861 was the foster parent of
"trusts." If so, let me ask him If the
tariff of 1801 or any other tariff Is responsi-
ble for it Other parties as well as those
composing the sugar trust can Import sugar
and at the same price as paid by tbe sugar
trust There Is no law to prevent any one
from going Into the business; tbe tariff does
not give any one the exclusive right to im
port sugar or anything else. Then why
charge the tariff with being responsible for
what are termed trusts'? Suppose there was
no duty on foreign sugar that It came In
free would this prevent a combination of
capitalists to control tbe market? Most
assuredly not

For the proof of this. I need but refer you
to California there they have had free
sugar for more than ten years, yet the price
has been higher than duty-pai- d sugar In
N-i- York.

One man, Clans Spreckles, has controlled
the markets of Cilifornla for ten years.
and only during th) past year have prices
been reduced.

Then free sugar will not prevent a trust,
or control of the market

For farther proof, 1 refer you to the cop-
per syndicate In Europe. Tbe markets of
froe trade England are completely under
the control ot this syndicate, which puts up
or down the prices as it pleases without le--
gard to either tree trade or a protective
tariff.

If my free trade friends wonld permit
me to make the suggestion I would say that
the copper syndicate should nave more

ct for free trade England.
I am rather inclined to think that the

gentleman, when he framed his fourth con-

clusion, Intended It more as a rhetorical
dNptay thau anything serious. There is
nothing in it and 1 pass on to his fifth con-
clusion. In which he says that "Every tariff
fmm 1789 to the present In proportion as
it' was levied for protection. In that propor-
tion injured farmer and laborer, became
one of Its objects was to render farming
less profitable In order to make the cost of
lalmrto tho factory cheaper."

Here my fellow-cltlzen- you have a con-
clusion that Is as sweeping as It is unjust
Think of it for a hundred years, more or
less of tbe legislation of this country was
for the avowed purpose of reducing tbe
price of labor. Sometimes language Is so
sneeplng that It loses Its effect and this. It
seems to me. Is ot that character. It is al-

most incredible that .the gentleman could
have formed such a conclusion.

Does he not know that Washington, Mad-
ison. Monroe and Jackson were in favor of
a ttr If, not only for revenue, but also for
protection? and can it be believed that they
were In favor of reducing the price ot labor?
For fear that you mar think I do not state
their opinions correctly, I will read some
extracts from tbe pen of each, favoring the
protection of our industries.

Washington, in his last message, said:
"Congress has repeatedly, and not without
success, directed Its attention to tbe encour-
agement of manufactures. Theobject Is of
too much consequence not to Insure a con-
tinuation of your efforts In every way which
shall appear eligible "

Again be says: "Ought our country to
remain. In such cases, dependant on foreign
supply, precarious because liable to be in-

terrupted? If tbe necessary article shou'd
in this mode cost more In time of peace,
will not the security and independence
theuce arising form an ample considera-
tion?"

Madison, In 1823, eleven years after the
close of- - bis presidential term, said: "A
further evidence of tbe constitutional power
of congress to protect and foster manufac-
tures by regulation ot trade, is tbe uniform
and practical sanction given that power for
nearly forty years."

Monroe, in his inaugural address in 1317,
says: "Our manufactures will require the
systematic and fostering aid of the govern-
ment" In the same address he says:
"Equally Important Is It to provide a home
market for our raw materials, as, by ex-

tending the competition, it will enhance tbe

price and protect the cultivator against the
casualties Incident to a foreign market."
Again, In speaking of our manufactures, he
says: preservation, which depends
on due encouragement connected with
the high Interests of tbe nation."

Jackson, In his first message, declares:
"That it is principally as manufaqfuvn
and commerce tend to Increase the value of
agricultural productions and to extend
their application to the wants and comforts in
of society, that they deserve the fotterlnn
care of the government."

What shall we say or jejjenson, claimed
as the father of tbe democratij party? Let
him speak for himself. In his letter writ-
ten In 1316 to Benj-iinl- Austin, he says: Is
"That to be Independent for the comforts
of life, we must fabricate them for our
selves; we must now place the manu-
facturer by the side ot the agriculturist
The former-- question Is suppressed, or
rather assumes a new form. The grand
Inquiry Is, now, shall we make our own
comforts, or go without them at the will of
another nation? He, therefore, who is now
against domestic manufactures must be for
reducing us either to a dependence on that
nation or be clothed In skins and live like
wild beasts In dens and caverns. I am
proud to say 1 am not of them. Experience
bas taught me that manufactures are now
as necessary to our independence as to our
comforts, and If those who quote me as of
a different opinion will keep pace with me
in purchasing nothing foreign, where an
equivalent domestic fabrlo can be obtained,
without regard to any difference of price, it
will not be our fault If we do not havo a
supply at home, equal to our demand, and
wrest that weapon of distress from the
hand that bas so long violated it" Is not
this sufficient evidence that Jefferson
favored the protection ot our domestic man-
ufactures?

We then have Washington. Jefferson,
Madison, Monroe and Jackson favoring the
protection of home Industries, and now d j
any of you Imagine that these men favored
protection for the purpose of making farm-
ing less profitable In order to reduce the
cost of labor to I he factory? And yet ac-

cording to the fifth and last conclusion of
my friend Thomas, this Is Just what they
must have done. They were great factors
In the early history of tbe country. They
shaped all legislation and molded public
opinion, but certainly were never before
charged with favoring a reduction of tbe
price of labor.

I nee d not speak ot the other great names
that come after them, as they were as free
from the crime as those I have already
mentioned.

I will not pursue this line of thought far
ther, but will examine Into the truth or
falsity of tho charge that protection Injures
both the fanner and laborer. To do this a
protective tariff must reduce the value of
what the farmer has to sell and the wageaof
the laborer. I deny that It does, and I ap-

peal to the history and results ot our tariff
legislation for the proof ot my position. I
make the statement that a tariff for revenue
only has always left the government in
debt and our Industries depressed. I now
make the further statement th at every tariff
levied for revenue and protection bas always
either freed the government from debt or
reduced the debt and Increased our farming
and manufacturing interests, and advanced
the wages of the worklugman.

Let us see if this is true. We will go
back to 1789. Up to that year we had been
living under free trade, and any one who
will Investigate the condition of affairs at
that time mmt admit that our country was
not prosperous.

That you may fully understand the con-
dition of the country at that time. ml why
the people felt depressed. It Is only neces-
sary to say that the balance of trade was
against them; and to show you tbe effect
upon any country when the balance of trade
is against It It Is only necessary that
you see what effect the balance of trade has
had upon this country, from the time It be
came an independent nation up to 1801. To
do this I will give you a short history ot
the various tariffs passed by congress from
1789 to 1861. Up to the year 1739 we hail,
free trade In Its most unlimited sense. The
result was that In 1789, during seven years
of free trade, the importation ot foreign
goods amounted to eighty-fiv- e million dol-

lars (8S5.000.000) and our exports to thirty-thre-e

million dollars (33,000,000), leaving
a balance of trade against us amounting to
fifty-tw- o million dollars (852,000.000). At
this day this might not be considered a
large amount but at the time It occurred,
considering the wealth ot the country. It
was excessive. The people petitioned con-
gress for relief, and indicated very clearly
tbe direction In which relief should come.
They requested that congress should pro
tect the manufacturing interests by Impos-
ing a duty on foreign Importations on for-
eign goods that came In competition with
home industries.

Hence, In 1789, congress passed the first
bill imposing duties on the products of for
eign countries, lhe duties levied were
slight t In 1790 congress passed an act In-

creasing the duties on Imported goods. In
1791-91-- 94 and In the year 1800 other bills
wpre passed, each bill increasing tbe
I'.utieu

t'hese various bills brought about the
following results: In seven years, from 1795
to 1301. our importation of foreign goods
amounted to one hundred and twelve mil-
lion, thirty thousand, eight hundred and
twenty-fou- r dollars (8113,030,824) and our
exports during the same time amounted to
two hundred and one million, four hundred
and five thousand, one hundred and thirty--

nine dollars (5201,405,1: 0), leavimr a bal-
ance of trade In our favor amounting to
eighty-nin- e million, three hundred and sev
enty-fou- r thousand, three bnndred and fif
teen dollars (589.374 215).

This shows the difference in results be
tween free trade and protection. In seven
years, under free trad", the balance of
trade against us amounted to fifty-tw- o mil
lion dollars (S52.000.000). while In seven
years, under a protective tariff,. the balance
of trade was not only not against us. but
was eighty-nin- e million, three hundred and
seventy-fou- r thousand, three hundred and
fifteen dollars ($89,374,315) In our favor.

This was unquestionably the result ot
protection given by the various tariff acts
from 1789 to 1S00.

We began to export more than we im-

ported. We sold more goods than we
bought and this is one of thesouicesot the
wealth of nations as well as of Individuals.
No nation can continue to Import more than
she exports without becoming Impover-
ished. Tbe result Is the same with Individ-
uals. He who bnys'more than he sella be-

comes poor, aud he who sells more than he
buys will eventually become rich.

The next tariff bill passed by congress
was in 1301, again Increasing tbe duties,
and the prosperity of the country con-
tinued.

Unhappily, this state of prosperity was
not permitted to continue. We had then,
as now, a free trade or "revenue only"
partv, and in 1807, and agala In 1803, the
tariff on foreign productions was reduced.
The effect of these reductions left us a debt
of tbirtvnine million dollars (839.000.000)
at the beginning of the war of 1313, again
showing that under a free trade or "tariff
for revenue only" we were, unable to meat
the necessary public expenditures. And
now let me say thst this will be found to be
the case with every low tariff from the be-

ginning of the government up to 1801,
without a single exception. It will also be
found that under every protective tariff we
were not only able to meet all public ex
penditures promptly, but pay off or reduce
the indebtedness left by every low tariff
that was ever passed, and, more than this,
the history of the country wilt show that
under a low tariff our Industries. In the end,
always became depressed, while wider a
tariff for protection as well as for revenue,
they were always In a more flourishing con-
dition.

In 1812-1- 3 we had more tariff legislation,
but It was Inoperative, owing to the war
with England.

Immediately after the close of tho war
English manufacturers glutted our maikeU
with English goods. Tbe idea was to br-.--ik

down our manufactures which had sprung
up during the war. (

In confirmation of this statement, 1 w 111

read an extract from a speech made in the

British parliament by Lord Brougbam. lie
xaid: "It Is worth while to incur a loss
upon first exportation In order !o stiflu In
the cradle the manufactures In the L lilted
States which the war had forced Into exist-
ence, contrary to the natural, course of
things." I might read many other extracts
trom speeches made In tbe British parlia-
ment but it is unnecessary. Yet I can not
forbear rcadlnir from an article Diiblhhed

the British Encyclopedia, In 1824, In
which It Is said that "Before America can
be In a state to carry on manufactures In
competition with those ot Europe, her vast
tracts ot unoccupied land. Into which tne
growing population of her older settlements

regularly flowing, must be stocked.
Until this Is the case, her supply of labor-
ers will be kept below the demand and the
wages above those paid in better peopled
countries of Europe.

"Besides the effect which this state ot the
supply of labor bas In increasing the cost
of the article, it is adverse to the proper
and advantageous execution of the work.
The workmen are too independent and in
consequence too unsettled to submit to that
discipline and course- - of training from
which alone excellence of quality and
steady production of quantity are to be ob
tained."

Here we have the English Idea of the
condition of the American laborer before
we are ready for free trade In this country.
He must be willing to accept lower wages;
be must be less independent and must sub-
mit to more discipline.

As our free trade or tariff for "revenue
only" friends refer us to England as an
Ideal free trade nation In fact the only civ-

ilized free trade nation we must of
course. Infer that they believe in lower
wages, less Independence and better disci-
pline on tbe part of the workingman.

But let us return to the history of tbe
tariff.

To overcome the excessive Importations
ot English goods In the American markets,
the tariff bills of 1816-1- 7 were passed. In-

creasing the duties In foreign goods; but
the importations In 1816 17 were so large
that but little effect was felt from a pro-
tective tariff until 1820-3- 1, when our man-
ufactures again began to revive.

In 1834-- 33 the tariff wa again Increased,
and from I 12 to 1333 our tudustries were
placed in a fluurishlngcondltlon.

Tbe tariff of 1823 enabled us to pay off
the public debt by July 1st 13S3 again
proving the superiority of a protective
tariff.

In 1830 our free trade friends became
very active and by 1832 the country seemed
almost ripe for war. Tbe southern people,
who were among tbe first to petition con-
gress in 1739 for protection, had now be-

come free traders. To conciliate them, the
tariff ot 1832 was passed, largely reducing
the duties on foreign Importation?; but still
It was not satisfactory to the south, b mm
Carolina carried her opposition so far R" to
declare the right of secession. To e nc'l-la- te

the south, tbe compromise tariff of
1S33 was passed, reducing tbe duties grad-
ually until 1343, when there remained
a horizontal duty of 20 per cent "ad va-

lorem."
Tbe same results followed the passage of

this compromise bill of 1833 that had fol-

lowed tbe reductionof the tariff to a purely
revenue basis since tbe beginning of tbe
government

The revenue tell on tnirty-tnre- e million
dollars (S33.000.00t) per annum from 1333
to 1857, and to less than twenty minion
dollars (820.000.000) from 1S37 to 1341, the
expenditures exceeding me income more
than thirty million dollars, (830. 009.000 )

To enable the government to meet the
necessary expenditures and pay tha public
debt the tariff of 1842 was passed.

nils was a tariff for protection and
rcrcnue. During the four years It was in
operation, from 1843 to 1840. the receipts
amounted to forty-on- e million, four hun
dred and ninety-on- e thousand, five hundred
and eighty six dollars (S41.491.5S8) more
than tbe last four years ot tbe compromise
tariff of 1833. and the public debt was re-

duced to fifteen million, five hundred and
fifty thousand, two hundred and two dol
lars, (8J5.550.203 )

Jn 1816 the free trade, or purely revenue
party, again came Into power, and the low
tariff of 1846 was passed, and with the
same result that had followed every low
tar.ff The receipts were not sufficient to
meet the expenditures, and the public debt
was Increased from 815 550,203 to 823,- -
699 831.

Notwithstanding these results, the free
trade party which was In power In lSoi,
passed an act n duclng the duties still more.
The same results toiiowed as neretoiore
The receipts did not meet the expenditure
and the public debt was increased from
twenty-eig- ht million, six hundred and
ninety-nin- e thousand, eight hundred and
thirty-on- e dollars (328.699.831), In 1857, to
ninety million, five hundred and eighty
thousand, eight hundred and seventy-thre- e

dollars (890,580,873) in 1361.
Here I dine this short history ot the

various tariff acta and their results from
1789 to 181 1. It would be useless to Initi-- a

comparison of the receceipts aud expen-

ditures of ths various revenue acts np to
1S81 with those that came after that time

From 1881 up to tho present time, the
have necessarily been so large

that it required extraordinary financial
skill to iiit-- i them, and yet the bigb tariff
of 1881 did It successfully, and without
crippling a single industry.

But enough has been shown to prove,
without a single exception, that at the
termination of every low tariff, the public
debt bad been increased, the expenditures
exceeding tbe receipts.

I have also shown that at the termination
of every protective tariff, without a single
exception, the public debt was either paid
off or largely and the iudu-tri-

left in a flourishing condition, and ot conrs
the wages of the laboring man were bitter.

The free trade, or low tariff party, am in
tbe habit of referring to the low tariff of
1346 as tbe best tariff we have ever had.
but 1 could never understand wby. It to
Increase the public debt was a good thing,
then it did that If to so legislate as to
send more than a thousand million dollars
In gold to Europe was a wise policy, then
it did that

From 1849 to 1861 we received from the
gold mines of California, eleven nundred
million dollars In gold, not a dollar of
which could bu found this side the Atlantic
Ocean In 1861.

It to leave tbe covnrnment bankrupt in
1S61 was a good thing, then It did that

Now, I have discussed the fifth and last
conclusion of my friend, not because I
thought for one moment that you believed
It could be true, but more particularly
because I desired to give in a condensed
manner tbe results of the various tariff laws
passed by congress from 1739 to 1861
This I have done, and leave you to decide
whether it Is to your Interest to vote for
free trade or for protection.

I have now finished my comments on the
five conclusions arrived at by my friend,
butl find much other matter in his ad-

dress which needs correction.
First I do not agree with him In his

statement of the relative wages paid tu this
country and England.

Ordinarily laboring men do not seek
locations where labor la cheaper and living
higher. Now, If we take the gentleman's
statement as to the price of labor aud
the relative cost of living In England, as
compared with this country, it proves too
much. His whole argument Is to show
that a laboring man is better off in Eugland
than in the United States. Now there is
not one of you who could possibly believe
such a statement iou have the evidence
to the contrary. Every day there are many
Immigrant of the laboring classes trom
Great Britain arriving In this country. In
1837 England furnished 72.855. Ireland od
370. Scotland 18,099.

Do you suppose they came here because
wages are about as low aud living higher?

Do you suppose they leave Englai.d,
where, according to my friend, wages are
about as high, clothing about 45 per cent
cheaper, rent 60 per cent, Doard and lodg-
ing 39 per cunt,, fuel 00 per cent, and
groceries 23 per cent, cheaper, bread aid
iur..t only being 25 per cent higher.

If you put these per centages together
Ctnittnuedon Seccntli ?agt.

eCUPODND EXTRACT .

W

JLJ

The Importance of purifying the blood can.
not be overestimated, for without pure
blood yon cannot enjoy good health.

At this season nearly every one needs a
good medicine to purlfyPTitallze, and enrich
the blood, and Hood's Sarsaranlla Is worthy
your confidence. It Is peculiar In that It
strengthens and builds up the system.creates
an appetite, and tones tLe digestion, while
It eradicates disease. Give It a trial.

Ilood's SarsaporUla Is sold by all druggists.
Prepared by C L Hood & Co., Lowell, Mass.
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"Spiral" Cotton Hose.

Lighter, Cheaper and better than ths
bst rnbbrhoe.
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boe used In Fire .Departments, whlcn
last tor years.
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